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Uaould mot
Pinintiff, nuse the arbiteator .L}c;:l: alion
decroe a ution," snd ‘h::.:h: hew‘il WAS

clause did not apply n
chatged thas “'the ,Pnrtncm

through” The complainant biriog
:{g“; eutitlgrto a hearing in this court, 1

aball proceod Lo consider the averments ol his

h%e firat four sectlons have heen already
tlon eharges that the defeniant
--;‘:; u:t; cxglﬁsin‘“ coutrol of the
neas of ARl rm,
“"-.'-'{.‘:".'nia"f:“ seotion relntes to Lhe protests
alre disposed of, and the par phs num-
bored Jrom 7 to 17, incluslye, contaln chargoe: of
acta alleged 10 huve been committed by the de-
fendant ﬁ'nnklrx “in fraud” of compininunts,

The efghteenth section svers that Ihe. com-
piainant has been intormed, and belleves **that,
unless Lhe businoss of the awd Hrm Is at onee
wound up, apd the management ol it mrw.::,
taken from the said Joseph T. h.\.nklrk. it will
in a khort time become insolvent, ‘

The nincteenth paragraph contning the
prayers for sn account, & reoclver, autd au
injunetion, 3

will consider the=e differont parts of the bill
in their proper order, first disposing of those
.pcHons ae o which no evidence has beon oltered.

The fifth secotlon, ne already stated, charges
that defendant Vaokirk has “*the exclusive con-
trol of the Onanclal business of smd Bem,"

If by thia sverment it 1s meaat to allege that
e complainant has Leen excloded from what
hae been oplled & partpers “Toll share 1o the
mansnoment of ibhe copsern” (2 Ashm, 236),
tber it most be regarded as unsustained by the
evidenoo,

Ko witness spraks of aoy et of excluslon.
The evidence, 1t I1s troe, =shoas that the de
jepdant Vookirk had the “genersl maunge
went™” of the Binances, but some division of duty
s generally observed in all copartnerships. In
this ense 1€ no more proves an ezvfusion of the
compininant than the fact that he Mithfolly

superintended his department cetablishes an |

exclision by conuplainuunt of hls copariners,

By excluglon the mw does not understand n
quist, unopposcd mounopoly by one pariner of
all the Inbor in u certain department, or Indeed
of all the departments, but some net or word o
dental of the rights of hls copuriner.

Many examples might be cited to illustrate
this position, but one will suffice, In Gowan
va, Jeffries (2 Ashim. 300), the complainnnts
chnrged thut the defendunt had Instracted the
seryants. “not to bold commumoation with
him,” and further, that the detendant had *re-
fured to give the complainauts information of
the atate of the concern.™

These were actz of exclusion, and were o
reaarded by Judge King, who always grappled
with the heart of a case,

Other illustrations might Ye added, but 1t 1s
trusted thut what has been said will suilice to
demonstrate that ha\lu¥ the “general munage-
ment" of & business or of a department thereof
is not of Iteelf an exclusion of a copartner.

There is no testimony*beyond this, and I am
therclfore compelled to regard this section of the
! ns unsupperted by proof.

The sume remark spplies to all the averments
contaloed inthe parageaphs numbered from 0 to
IT inclumve. The only atlempt at proof under
any of these sections applied (o transactions
ot the year preceding the formation of this
copartnership, and were admitted to be (nsuffi-
ctent to sustain this bill

The eighteenth avermont of anticipated lnzol-
vency 15 also unstmlalncdeléy the evidence, and
onur |nquirf Is thus limited to the allegations
contained in the seventh and elghth paragraphs
of the bill. The complainant, st the hearing,
relied almost exclusively upon these branches
of s case, and they present matters for grave
inquiry and comsideration, The evidence, which
in great part bore upou these pomts, has tuken
4 wide rapge, and is presented to us in up wards
of ninety paces,

I will endeavor to mpplty it to the charges,

The sections of the il now under considera-
tion allege that the detendant Vankirk has
“used the funds of the firm,"” und hag “given
the firm's notes” in payment of his private debts
avd in fraud of complainant,

This Is duectly denled by the answer of the
detendant ch s

His co-detendunt answers ench article speelf.
cally that he does uot admit, and doesjnot be-
lieve it to be troe as therein charged,

TLhe Examiner’s Report establizhes
(‘fl‘arﬁ the tollowing points:—

1. That the detendunt Vankirk has given the
firm notes and usged the funds of the purtner-
ehip in payment of his mdividua! debis,

il. That the notes thus 1ssued und the fands
thos used largely exceed in amount the salary
which each pariner wns allowed by the articles
Lo draw,

I11. That all these transactions were regularly
entered upon the books, and the properdebits

very

charged to defendant Venkirk on the day of |

each aoourrence,
1V, Thsat the capital which defendant Van-
irk was required by the partnership artleles
to contribute, was at no time impaired by these
operations, but atter deducting the deblts re
farred Lo, 1t has always been and stlll s largely
in excess of the sum named o the agreement,

V. That the complanant knew of Vaokirk's
standing oblieavions when the present partner-
ship was tormed; for they existed during tne
1ife of a former partunership, and were then, s
now, met by Vankirk's use of the drm’s checks,
and as those trangactions, like the present mat-
ters of complaint, are all regalarly entered upon
the books, 1t s fairly to be presumed that the
complainant koew of them st the time of their
Qeourrence,

VI. That the complainant has also drawn more
than the salary allowed by the articles, and has
slightly reduced his shore of the caplial gs esta-
blished by the partnership agreement,

The legal questlon of the case 15, whether
these (acts jusufy or require the dissclution of
an existing parftnership, and the thereupon
inevitable cousequence ol the appointuient of a
regeiver?

The use by a pariner of the moneys or oredit
of the frm for hi= private pneposes s, perhaps,
of oo frequent oeenrvence, It should nl ways
be condemued.  Ubervrima Fides siould be re-
quired from each wewber of o firm, and he
should ever temember that be s a teustee for
hls copartpers, aud under the Lighest obilga-
tions of honor Lo protect the common property
frow a diversion tor his lodividusl use or per-
sonal profit,

While this is undoubtedly lrue us o general
principle, care must be tuken heve as o every
onse, Lo apply 1t 80 that no injustice shall be
worked. Thul which mienl be n gross wrong il
done secretly, may be stripped of all its appear-
snce of orlme by circumstunces of apparent
furness—opeuness—and votlee to, aod consent
of, the parly complaining.

The legal prineciples to be applicd to u case
Jike the prescat buve been long established nod
wre well 1eougnized.

Mr. Justice Story, In treating of the power ol
o Court of Equity *‘to dissolve a partnership
during the term for which 1t 18 stipulated,” says
(ﬁ!uﬁ;a Eq. Juris,, § 673):—"'8uch a dissolution
may granted o (e first place on account of
the fmpracticabllity of camrying on the under-

either st all, or according to the stipu-
Iations ot the articles,”

“Inthe next place, 1L may be eranted on
necount of the insapity or permonent incapacity
of ane of the partoers,”

“In the moxt place, It may be geanted on
account of the gross misconduct of one or more
of the partoers.” 1

“But trifling faults and mishehavior, whick
do not go to the substance of the contract. do
not constitute a suflcient ground {o justily o
decree for a dissolution.”

To the same affect 1s “Adam's Bouity" (242,
248)1 “Gow on Partnership” (114): 2 “Wuter-
man's Eden on Inhl.' (208, 263); “Collyer on
Pactoer ship” (Book 11, Ch, LI, §307), nud the
cases there olted, y

To these may be wdded our l‘vnn#{y\v.m\u
authorities, Gowanvs, Jeflries (2 Ashm,, 296) and
sloan vs, Moore (1 Wright, 2173,

Tlie case of btoockdale v, Ullery (1 Wright,
450} establishes the right of & partuer to enjolu
ugainst the use of the partuership assets for

syment of the private debls of another wem-

rof the firm. . .

As the aots (‘hl'ﬂ‘?ﬁ" neninst this defendnnt
are all relevable to the third cluss of cases
referzed to hy Mr. Jusliee Singy, Y éxact quis

1ol upof which this Gintroversy taems (s | 1Bearticles contaln no ola biting »
I “helm}:}n&nrwa 1 mratiem proredﬁul case ‘ pn from drawifg in Sxoe 8 nln’r:.
noount 0 “pross miafon 7 and. Lheretore | The plalnang If int d the agroo-
I. n,.amw ? wwie :‘ﬁ‘r:.n h;a l.ll.*ﬂ(i; ¢ the abig ?t:‘r i nlbw?gt rlnorlnh 'w rr;wr: ‘}1“
o ol ™ Y 0 & e ry, and 5o an endan .

| = ipmrthI.lm ootnsol an hal‘ sldes, and of kllhﬁﬁl{% h b

all the nuthoritles 1 huve been referrad to, or
| have been able 1o find, has led my mind to a
conolusion adverse Lo tho compiatnant,

The testtmony shows that in every instance the
defendant Vunkirk was debited with the exnct
stwount chergeable ngainst him, That his oapital
hns, notwithstznding these debis, largely in-
crensed, That the complaimant had notioe by
the books ol the former firm that Mr, Vankirk
was using the notes and ohocks of that partner-
ship lor the pnyment of his ontetanding oblina-
tions glven lor the porchice of maohinery, eto.,
and that the complaimant has not regarded the
authotity to dvaw n salary of 2000 as a Hmita-
tion, for e has himself exceeded that amount,

The othor pattner s here protesting nzainst o
dissolution, Tho comp!sinant ean readily secore
6 winding-up ol tho, fem; i he so desires, by
giviog ghe dissolubon notiee provided for in the
uiticles, A sudden *loppage ol a large and ap-
purently dourlshing business, requiring a heavy
outiny of ¢apitnl, might be attended with most
disastrous results, und 1 hsve felt that this
strong arm of equity and Juriaprudence oughbt
not to be extended except in i oase elrarly felling
within the prinﬂglu Inkd down by the authori-
tiea 1 have gquoted.

The care of Hurrison ve, Tennant (21 Béavan,
45%) woes far bevond all prior declsions In de-
cieoing & dlssolution before the explration of
the partacrship articles—in the absénce of any
breach thercof—ana merely upon the ground of
n ohinuge of circnmstances, forleiting confidence,
and ereating mistrust.

But the thets in that oase were vary peonliae,
and It wos deemed Impossible to oarry on the
business without injury to all,

[ have cxamined the cases referred to by Lhe
beat writers, under the hend ol “gross miscon-
| duetl,” as o cunse for & disgolution, and I do not
find @ single snthorily for such a decree upon
the present state ol facts,  This will appear
the more clenrly by the following nunlysis ol
those cReEs—

In Master va, Kiston [17D6] n\'e-e{ Jr.'s,
Reports, 756, the Master of .t Ro fn. s
Richand Pu.-rjn*r Arden, dooreed a dissolution of
a beuking vrm, the detendant huving allowed
a friend, Ycomtrary to the opinion aud desive,
and without the consent of the other partuer,
to draw upon the partoersbip to the extent of

U0 ]

In Norwar vs, Rowe 51613] (10 Vesey, Jr.'s,
Reports, 160, the delendapt was s tenant in
cummon, and was charged “with wasting the
property, or cxoluding those who were entitled
with him to the benefit of the leense,” Lord
Eldon refusad the motion, although Lhere was
EOmME appearance ol excluston,

In Walers ws, Taylor [1%13] (2 Ves, and
Beames, o04, the partoership in the opera
house was dissolved by Loxd Eldon, ‘*the con-
duct of the partiss wukhn{!
earry it on upon the terms &

In Gioodmun vs, Whitcomb [1820
and Walker's Ch, Rep,, 660), the charges
agninst the defendant were that he had *‘pre-
vented the plontifl from lnspecting the books,
and had sold goods at an under price and ex-
clienged others for household furniture, which
he had sppropriated to hix own uee." 1t was
further charged that *“*he had refuosed to enter
recelpts fn the books.” Lord Eldon called this
last churge “'u circumstance ol greal impro-
priety:" but he refused the motion for an -
junction, He asked, with great foree, “What
right has the Court to appoint a receiver snd
make iteell the mannger of every trade in the
kingdom ! aud sdded, *Where partoers differ,as
they tometimes do, when they enter into an-
otber Kind of partunerslnp, they should recollect
thnt they enter into it for better and worse, and
this Court has no jurlsdiction to make a separa-
tion between them beconnse one is more sullen
or less goold tempered than the other.” Asto
the caze before Lim, he sald that to justify a
dissolution “*there must be conduct amounting
to an enfire erclusion of the pariner from his
interest In the partuershup.” In Chapman vs,
Beach (Ibid, 678), the same Judee said the
Court would not app
‘‘there had peen such an abuse of good faith as
to entitle the pluintiff to s di=solution,”

In Marshall vs, Colmun [1520] (2 Jacob &
Walker's Rep,, 201), the plaintiil applied for
an injunclion to restrain the firm from omiting
his nameRto letters, ete,, the articles requirin
ull papers to be in their joint names. Lon
Eldon refuted the Injupction without costs,
heenuse he doubted his right to enjoin without
decreeing a dissolution, snd because the negleot
had not beea “studied, Intentional, prolonged,
and continued,” He olso lald stress upon the
et that the complainant had sigued his name
for self and pariners

Referring to cases in which a partner raises
“mouey for ns privete use on the credit of the
firm,” he sald “the Court interferes then because
there {2 a ground for dissolving the partnership,
but then the danger must be such, there must
be that abuse of good faith between the mem-
bers of the partmerslip, that the Court will try
the guestion whether the partnership should
net be dissolved in consequence,’”

In Loscomb vs, Russell [1830] (4 Simon's Rep,
11). Vice-Chanoellor Bhadwell snid:—

“With respect to oceasionul breanches of ngree-
ments between partners, when they are not of to
grievous n nature s to make it impossible that
the partoeiship should continue, the CUourt
stands neuter,”

Hall El

ipulated.”

In Hall vs
Gordon's Rep., 70)
maorion for a4 reéceiver,

The charge against the defendant was, that he
bhad **lotertered with the plalptiff exercising his
rights ns o partoner, nud bad in several particus
Inrs acted coutrary to the articles, specifying
umong such perticuiurs o retosal by
to opén a joint banking accoupt according to
. the lerme ol the articles,”

It was roled that a vecelver would be ap-
pomted where “the conduct of the defendant

#4507 (3 Maonanghten and
rd Truro dismissed the

other thing=, with sp omisslon Lo euter receipts,

itsalf =ufficient, but that it should be shown
“that the omisslon was knowlugly snd wilfolly
meade,” The dissolution was decreed on other
grounds,

These eases dre referred to by the text writers,

In addition tbereto may be cited the recent
decision m Andeérson vs. Anderson (26 Beavan,
100), us opposed to the doctrine of dissolving

partnerships upon slight grounds, There the '

. defendant was clearly guilty of & breach of the
partnershl
without bis partuer’s covsent, und the saree-
ment expressly prohibited (his under the penalty
| of udlssolution, Buot the deceee was retused
because of the trifling amount of the guarantee,

Our Penusslyanin cases have already been
referred 1o, In Sloan vs, Moore (1 Wr., 217),
| the partnership bad expired al the date o
the supplemeutal bull, and the defendant had
attemwpied to sell ont the whole copeern. In
Gowau vs, Jefiries (2 Ashm., 300), there was a
clear case of exolusion and insolvency,
ing 1o the present case the principles thus elimi-
nuted fromw these decl-lons, I fall to find in the
evidence any proof agalpst the defendunt Van-
kirk of “'exclosion,” *'of conduct making it im-
possible to PIIIT')' ot the partpership npon the
terms stipulated,” “of Enowing and willul vmis-
sions to enter receipts,” or *'of abuse of good
faith, requiring s dissolution.”

|
The complaivani’s coustruction of the evi-

dence charge: that the defendant Vankirk drew
curly $7000 beyond his sulary, This is dealed,
nd the delendant's ealoulutlon reduces the
debits 1o $3000, Dut chargine him with the
$7000, this Is glargoly overbalanced by the
crediles to which be is sntitled aceording to the
books and balanc=slieet, in exceas of his eapi-
tal, Deducting the whole of the alleged over-
draft, the books atlll show thnt the defendant
| Vaukickis lurgely in advapce of bis quols of
cupital, There hus been no evidence oflared t
impeach tie eotztes to his credit, T nm bound,
therefore, to accept them, Dedueting from
| them the $7000 of which the plaintilf com plains,
it would gl apptar that the defendant Van-
kirk has pot 1o, ovor end dabova his capital, up-
wards of $20,000 maor thun fhen 1 i
rnwn,

| $21,000

it impossible Lo |
{1 Jacoh '

oint & receiver uniless

clendant |

¢
endangers the extslence O (ke partuership |
concern,”
In Smith v, Malcs [18517 (J. Hare's Rep., 558),
one of the defendants was charged, smongst

The Vice- hanesllor held that this was not of |

article, for be had given a gunrantee |

'RICHLACE CURTAINS.

f tling .

Apply- |

M. DRSS wilh \

A6 enpiial nob only intact, but
in advance of what the artioles required, it is
difficult to convict bim of “fraud,” or to con-
clude that It 1 impossibie to ORITY On the part-
netslilp npon the termes atipulated.” Where this
| “larporsibility” does not exiat, it ssoms to be the
duty of & Court of Equity “‘to stand neater,”
| Besides, it the delendant ncted improperly
the complainant Is also in fault, and oan 'l
balnooe wrong against wrong to see who com-
mitted the greates error, and then grant rellel
to ono who, sharing the culpabiuity, was only
less 1 inult upon the column of Jollars ! 1
I wounld not hesitste in & proper case to
| restrain the use of the firm name for private
purposes, but the fact that the complninant has
mmul his eapitnl, sltboush alightly, nod that
he kpowledge of the trunsactivns of the de-
fendint Yapkick in the prior firm of the samo
chwratter a= thoso complatned of here, wou o
ecem to deprive him of eéven the right to sn
inlunclmn. ;
bave not considered the argument nrged
againet the complainaot, that his interest wos
only one-tenth; for however amall his invest-
meut It is enti'led to the proteetion of the law,
I have alio disregarded the scousations against
the lta.ifmlulun: ‘\'unklgk in ’ret:rrnw to the re-
moval o certain oustin n the year 1865 ns
to the alleged error in th%’bnlatwc-s ¢et of June,
1466, and the omission of the beok-keeper to
enter an item of §21,000 on the proper day, or
untll months afier the occurrence,

The removal of the onstings took place
severnl months before the formation of the
partnership of July, 1865, We 'are now dealing
with # partoership formed January 8, 1804, -

I see no fraud In the deduction’of 6 per cent.
from fthe valvation of the finished stock, The
complainant says thut it Is proper to deduct 15
per cenl., and thal the lower deduction extibits
8 larger amount of profits than the truth war
ranted, Granting all this, {t cannot affect the

;; alJmIntlnlir{ con!row;rs): !rbila no evidence of
aud; and is in no way imputable to the d .
oot Vi AY imputable to the defend

8o, too, an enfry made June 30, 1808, contains
th.i‘%nﬁmorandum T—

entry was omitted on Januvary §, 1806,
on which duy the transaction ocourred,”

The delendant Vankirk was not the book-
keeper, There was no evidence that he had
ordered the clerk to withhold this entry, or that
he was In any way chn.rﬁnb!e with the omission
to put it vpon the books i its proper pluce,
Nor was there any testimony ogi*red to dis-
!ymve the fact stated in the books, that the de-
endant Vunkirk had by *“ mutusl consent”
withdrewn mnchint-rji; ele,, to the vulue of

and had also by “motual consent” re-
placed it and coniributed that amount to the
fiim, On thiz point, the ontrg is the only item
ot proof, und it 18 impos:ible to Infer fraud
from it

A full consideration of the case, and & review
of the able and learned arguments on both
sldes, has led me Lo the conclusion that this
should be dismissed, but withouat costs,

It may be proper to add that this Court may

bill [

i future coses be compelled to follow the prac- |

tice recently adopted by the Bupreme Court, of
referring cases, after the closing of the testi-
mony, t0 & master, to report an absfract of the
nlendl‘ug.‘. the material facts in dispute, and Lis
opinion thercon.

The case then comes before the Court pre-
pared for brief argument and ?cudy decision.

In the present instauce the discuseion of the
festimony occupled over two sessions of the
Court, and, in the absence of a master's report,
it has been po lleht task to dispose of the
cause in time for the approaching session of
the Bugrcme Court, In order that any error
into which I may have falen may find its
speedy correction.

New Hampshire Republican Convention,

Coxconry Jan, 8.~The Bepublican Btats Conven-
tion moet here to dey to nominnte State officers, An
unvsusl degree of inlerest was folt in I?o resull, ny it
wan soppored the de ogntoﬁ 'Gi’l nearly divided be-
tweon Mesara. Btoarns and Harriman, the two leadin
unndldn!eahr the nmlnntluri. Thors wors about 7

resent, General Griffin presided. A letter was re

rom Governor Bmythe deolining a renomioation. The
Cenvention then proceeded to Lallot for a candidaie,
with the followiog result:
r. Unslow Stearnas, - 38
enoral Walter Harriman, 89
Beattering, . . - 8
The nomination was made upanimous,

. -

l

Genoral Harriman was then fntrodnced to the Uon- |

vention, Eutl in & lruch accepting the nomiuation,
thanked Heacon that the country was ecomparativel
at peace, Ho hord thie security for the folura won'
Lo demanded on the baaisol reconstruction, apd that
traitors should take back seats, and loyal men, black
and white, shonld be called 1o the front,

The tollowing is an abstract of the resolntions adopt-
ed: The first renewa the pledge of fidelity 1o the prin
cl;ln of liberly, -

he second complimonts Congrons.
“{I‘ha third recoguizes the struggle of the Irish for
wrty.

The fourth notices the prostration of the Democratic
party spd bt onuse s,

The fifth declares in favor of alding dlsabled soldiers.

o wixth recognizes the services of 9on. Smythe,
| The seventh expresses confidence in the nomines.

The resolutions were unauimonsly sdopted, and
after the sypointmont of n Btate Uvntral Committos
the Conventivn ndjourned.

The Ohio State Democratic Convention.

Corvmsus, 0., January 8—The Obio Biate
Democratic Convention met to-day, The dis-
tricte were well represented, Dr,J. M, Chris-
tlan was appointed tewporary Chalrman, and
A, J. Willinms temporary Beeretary, The usanl
commitices were appointed, oue from each dis-
triet, A Committee on Resolutions was ap-
pointed, on which was C. L, Vallundigham, A
motion was then wade to refer all resolutions
to the Commitiee without debate. Tuls was
referred to the Committee on Rules,

\
A communication from the Kentveky State |

Ceniral Committee, asking the co-operation of
the 1 emocracy of Ohlo to call & Nutionsi Oon:
| vention next summer ut Loulsville, waus referred
to the Committec on Resolutions,

The Convention then took a recess. George
H. Pendleton will be the permanent President,
Judge Thomas will probably be the nominee for
Gioyernor,

A grand Jucksouian banquet tukes pluce to-
night at the Nell House,

——————
Railroad Acciden).

Cuioaao, January 8,—A passenger car on the
1liinols Central Railroad, golng North on Sun-
dny aftermoon, ran off the track near Munster,

Brs, M. Wilson, of Akron, was instantly killed, !

and several other passengers were injured,

CURTAINS, SHADES, ETC.

1he Bubseribors have now in Stock, and ave vu-
ceiving from the Jate

AUCTION BALES IN NEW YORXK,
Nettingham Lace Curtains,
From Ordinary te Rich 8tyle.

French Lace Curtains,

| From the Lowest to the Highat Quality, some of |

them the RICHEST MANE

ALEO,

Vestibule Lace,
Embroldered Muslin Curtains,
Jaoquard Muslin Curtaing, and
Curtain Musling in groat varisty
| SHEPPARD, VAN HARLIMOEN & ARRISON

Mo, 108 CHESKEUT Street.

@ L+ win ey

INSURANCE CCMPANIES.

SHIRTS, FURN:ZHING GOODS, ée

NORTE AMERIOAN TRANSIT
INSURANCE COMPANY,
‘No., 83 south FOURTH Stroot
anual r.m..'.'.’.'.;“?‘i-'ié'.‘!‘:m Acgidents
m':f"‘ﬁ';'a'.:fe?-u u:-‘b :”tnu_' sam from 0100
16 §10.000, m & premius: OF OBy obGusalf &3 cont.

i
petaring the tul) amopnt hlns L oten of death, Mb¢
. :om;-.utum oach week squal Lo the whole pre

mian p
bhort tme Tiod olsfor 55,7, 0r100 .,
# Diontha, At 10 ooniwal \ nllt::n.:.' “‘,rlm:’,
Qeper &m"i."iﬁ"‘ n T ada
hin, OF #EYLE ¥ h"‘"u.,‘;kﬂ,'f 1m‘-m'\. wure
O pure tUoke Nortb M
Insurance Compsny.

and fRHBEE (hformation 'ap
nﬁ:nﬂuﬂz or of aEy O the authorized ﬂﬁ’u‘é&:

T v BN R,
)] I.U hll.!ug L tl.y.
i st AR

» K K| » Continental
e U, ‘t{nu mahiér of

4 nring, Kos. 1 -émanm sLroet,
a 'ﬂ? .mnn‘d.nm o} onrad & Waiton, No, 82
ﬂmcu ewl , Inte l{m Bup't Penna R R,
:\e%?:w Mobsfley, B, W. corner ot Third and Walout
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Assets on Januarv 1, 1806,
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The Girard Fire and Marine
Insurance Company

HAVE REMOVED T0 THEIR
NEW OFFICE,
NORTHEAST CORNER
CHESNUT and SEVENTH Streets,

1 16§ PHILADELPHIA.

JLIVERPOOL AND LONDON |

GLOBE INSURANCE COMPANY

Capital and Assets, $16,000,000,
Invested in United States, $1,500,000.
Total Premiums Received by the
Company in 1865, §4,047 175.
Total Losses Paid in 1865, $4,018,250

Al Leeses prompily adjusted wihout roference t

Enplunid,
s ATWOOD SMITH,
Deral Agent jor P
OFFICE, PRSI
No. U Merchants' Exchange
FIILAVLLITIA ¥ 1l m

OROYIDENT LIFE AND TRUST . AN
l OF FHILADELPHIA COMPANTY
No, 111 Bouth FOUR'TH Street.
INCORFURALED do MONIH, #24d,, 1865,
Insurance (t.;‘uh‘{lm)‘ Yemwy' g‘g,jul.:ﬁ
Irsu L} 5 e 3
ot .0 yeur l&tuﬂuml.bbon-tlwmu. LR 634
hdowinels, payabie at s jature #ge, or om prior
ducense, by Yu.rtv rremioms, or " 1] 5
both o.a18e8 Non Jorteicgre. - o) JeAr Fremly
Aunuities gianted on fsvorable terms,
durms o hvies.  Cluldren's kudowments
o peid up C as ftar Wil divie the snise paodsourity
oL hpa P L aydlal V8 the enu
71.¢ Bosineks antong 1ts Polcy Boidors.—* Proat of die
Noneys received nl interest, anJ paid on demand.
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DINECTONS,
BAMUEL it BHIPLEY, | RICIHARD CADBURY
JEHEMIAH HAUKER " |HENRY HAINES, '
JUOSHUA H. MORRIS, T. WISTAK RO WX
RICHARD WOOL WAL, ¢ LONGSTREL®,

C . COFFIN.
RAMUEL R SHIPLEY, © ROWLAND PARRY,

realdent, At
THOMAS WISTAR, M. D, J. B. TOWNBEAND,
1215 Meulen Examliosr, Lenal Adviser,

| Itl-ih !\!\?‘E‘BAﬁCEnlu;ilCLl?ﬂWELY.—THD

FENABRTLYA ﬁ i INBURANUE (UM

¥ ANY—Incorporated A harter rupuwu—hlta':,ﬁﬂ
W 4 LEUL Sueet, opposite 1ndependenos Square. |

This Company , iavorably koown to the commuonity
for overiorly ycars, conlinue to insure t loms or
damage by tre on Publle or Private olthior
wimabently or for s Umited thme. Also on iLure
stucks of Uoods, and Merchaudise genesally, on Lbersl

L 8
K eir Capita), torether with & large Surplus ¥undy |

invesied in the wost cereiul
whem to ofier to the lnsured an undeubled seourity In the
case O 1084,

PIRECTONS.

Daniel *mith, Jr., John Neve A
Alsxapier Lenson, Thomas Smiih,
iswao Harlehurag, Henry Lewis,

| hununs Rebbins, J. uﬁmm Fell,

Danie! Baiddock. Jr
DANIEL SMITRH
WiLLIAN G. CnowRLL, Secrolary,
HENIX INSURANCE COMPANY OF
FHILADELPHILA, 4
ISCORPORALED iB4—CHARTER PERPETUAL.
Ao, B WaLsUT Sieet, opposite the Exchanye.
It sdoition to MARINE and INLAN U INSURANCE
thir Company Insures trom loss or damayge by FIRE
or |iberal terinn on bulidipgs, merchundise, fiirmiture
ot ¢, 101 s bmlled portods, aod permaneutiy on buildings,
by deposlt of premiom.
The Ct.-mvmihnu Leen Inactive o
than S1X Y XYEA RS, daring whieh m
prouiptiy sojustd aud pal
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Revenue Afamps of every description constanily on
in &Ny smount

Ll::‘x]cn v Mall or BExpress prompl'y attended £y,

United States dote ra W on Fhiladel phis of Now
Y urk, or current iunds reovived in Hnymu:.

Parteniar sttention pald to small o

The declslons of the Cowimlssio
and mny information rogarding the
RiVED

n can be eoasulied,
Inw Ohlul‘l"tll]y
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PHILADELPHIA SURGEO
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B iy )|
EYERETT, s icithiriy i ' 08,
arantees I, t Akl | ol .

R Nupportor, Kinsie Bioo t"‘..,."'m‘ ulobt RERses
olhera. s
Crutchea, Buspeosovics, elg. ®' wpnrt ’

wiled by & Lady,

_ WATCHES, JEWELRY ETO.

LEWIS LADOMUS & (o T
PIAMOND DEALERS & SRWELERS.

WATCHES, JEWELRY & SILYER WARR,
WATOHES and JEWELRY REPAIRED

203 Chestnat 8t Phils 5
CHRISTMAS HOLIDAY

ARD

BRIDAL PRESENTS.

Have on band a large and besutiful sescriment of
W atches,J ewolry, and 8/iverware, sultable for Olefst-
noas Hollday §nd Bridal Frosents. -

Particulaf attention rolleited to our lafgs amortment
of Diamonds and Watches, Gold Chnine 1or Indles’ and
gentlemeon's weat. Also, Sloeve Bullons, Stods, and
Banl Rings, in groat vanoty call of the uowest atyles.

FANCY BILYVER-WARK,
ESPEQTALLY SUITED FOR BRIDAL GIFTS,
We arp dally rlmittng new gools. nelocted exnressly

for the hollday salen. Our pricop will be found as low

i Bt lower, than the samo quality can be purchessd
wley where

Fuichasers Invited to oall
Diamonds and all precions stonsd, also, 614 Ciold and
Bi vor, purchased or taken in exchangs. 5ijp

WATCHES, J EWELRY.&

W. W. CASSIDY,
13 SOUTH SECOND STREET

(4

(

No,

Ofers an enthely pew and most carefully selecled
#lock o1

BAMERICAN AND GENEVA WATCHES,
JEWELRY,
SILVERWARE, und FANCY ARTICLES OF EVERY
DESORLI'TION, suitable for
BRIDAY. OR HMOLIDAY PRESENTS,

An examination will show my stock to be unsur
pasned (n quality and cheapnoss,

FParticular attention pald to repairing. 6165

BOWMAN & LEONARD,

MAWUFACTURERS OF

AKD
WHOLESALE AND RETAIL DEALER

Bilver and Silver-Plated Goods,
No 704 ARCH STREET,

FULLADELIMIZA.

Those in wani ol BILVER or BILVER-FLATED
WALE wul find It much (o thelr advantage to vislt
our 8TOME bewore makiog their tu; 1o
experience in the mapuinoture of the aboyve u'ﬁ
gocds enublos us 10 dedy com

& heep 5o yoods ut thore which are of the FIRST.
p(ﬂ:::.l.m. wt own make, and will be sold at ru'ﬂau:d

(MUSICAL BOXES )

Laige and small sizos, playmg from 2 to 12 alms, and
costing from 80 to $300. Our assortment comprises such
choloe melodies ne—

“lomé, Bweet Home

“*Tho Last Kose of Bummer.

“Auld Lang Syne."
‘Star Spangled Banuer."

|

|
[
|

1& SILVER-WARE ﬁ

BRIDAL PRESENTS,

“My 010 Kentucky Home," oto, ete,,
Besldes beauthul selecilons from the various Operas
jmporied direct, and for sale at moderate prioes, by

FARR & BROTHER,
JTmporters of Watohos, ete,
_ 11 Nsmihirp] No. 34 CHESNUT Bt.. below Fourth.

@ HOLIDAY PRESENTS, ﬁ
JACOB HARLEY,

(5UCCEBEOR TO STAUFFER & HARLEY),

No. 622 MARKET ST’|

A finé assortment of Watches, Diamonds, Jewalry,
Bliver and Bilver-plated Ware, sultable for Holiday and
Bildul Presente 12 11 cutbslm

J. W scorr a €O,
SHIRT MANUFACTURERS, *

|AND DEALERS fW
MEN'S FURNISHING GOOD®S
Ko. 814 CHESNUT Street,

FOUR DOORS BELOW THE “QONTINENTAL, |
LEIRL PEILA

PATENT SHOULDERSEAM = |

BHIRT MANUFACTORY,
AND GENTLEMEN'S PURNISHING®
FERFECT FITYING BMIRTE AND DRAWER
AL otbef priicion of UENTLEMANS DUSH
in ) yarlety.
WINCHIESTER &
No. 106 CHESNUT

(3 ENTS' FURNISHING

F. HOFFMAN, JR.,
(Late G. A, Hoftma, sncosaser to W, W. KRighih
FISE SHINTS, ARKD WRAFPERS, i
HUBIERY AND GLOVES, :
8ii%, Lambs' ‘two! oiering wt of
UNDER-CLOTHING,
10 Dhuthsns No. 8806 ARON

1H1s

RE 1]

~SELEOT WHITE PINE BD

R Ly
CHOICE FAN KL AN ist COMMON,
wm'r‘n" Pink PAREL bf‘l.“t:s ':‘m\n

LAKGE AN D SUPERIOR STOOK mn' D

b- AROL
+ipiuaaEh
WHITE FINE
IEE ¥, ;
Wa l
BFROUE FIOOKD 9
BTEF BOARDS,
MILHHJ.‘NK.
PLASTERING LATH
2\ —CEDAR AND CYPRE®H
18(“ ai s:'folﬁ'gm AR RRINGLES.
L
FISE AW . VOB =y
3o SEDAN FORS MD BOIR -
| )
1867 ~LoAmes Fom, CeEmacena

5D SERO WARWT D P
7 —ALBANY LUMBER OF ALL KIN
1867 "pat impraoe 4k
A l_g}‘muuu
LR Ash
ROBEWOOD AND WALNUT

1867 —CIGAR-BOX MANUFACTD
« CIGAR-HOX MANUFAOTD
BPANISH CEDAR BOX BOARDS.

1867 Srivg o | S*RICE JOMH

et
51 b

LUMBER,

Seventeenth and Spring Gardem, .

PHILADELPHIA, (1019 thutetm
|
J C. P ER K I N 8,

LUMBER MERCHANT,
Suocestor o B, Olmk, Jr.,
NO, 324 CHRISTIAN BTREECD
Conntantly onrlannd. B latge and vagled ulorwéat'ot

G. RUSSELL & CO,

>

No. 22 North SIXTH St., |

Iuvite attention to thelr Choles Stock of BOLID

BILVER W AKE, sultable | 4
PhESENTS, ¢ o:cum'ruummgg?l

& HENRY HARPER, &

manner, which enebles |

|

No. 520 ARCH Street,

M anuincturer and Dealor in
Wiatches

Fine Jewelry,
Bilver-Plnted Ware,
AXD
Bolid Silver-Ware.

& RICH JEWELRY. &

JOHN BRENNAN,

DEALRN IN

DIAMONDS, FINE WATCHES, JEWELRY
Etc. Ete, Ete,
13 B, EIGHTH §T,, PHILADA,

H OUSE-FURNISHING GOODS.
OFPORPUNITY T0 SEQURE
EARGAINS.

'To cloge the esinle of the late

E18

o 2§

EXCELLENT

JOHN A. MURPHEY,
Inporter and Dealer o

HOUSE-FURNISHING QOODS,
922 CHESNUT STREET,
Betweon Ninth snd Teuth, South Fide, Phila.

1is Admmistrators now offer the 1o mock at price
o uw the ordinary rates cbﬁued. .Ilmtlﬂ::m:
B atld

Na.

every \ling wanled s ne “ﬁ red nogsehoid (=Fiain
1in Ware, Brushos, % 3
wonre, Cutlery, lron W wdj: 'Wuu.“&?:m

Iap Ulensvis of E"r{ in “%

R ot PR A Rl R
L 9 L a

LGS ARCTIO FHIVER sTOKS And WA LER

A tve gssoriment of I ACHE G q.
I njale the larucet Wu ot o 8 in
Thlledeiphis and olilgens and » will :l{- to
OXNDING Onr KLON  purg u’i A
1

thely ﬁ'm '

»ule '&tﬁﬁgm In the countrs may
g —
and prompt attention whi be given.

T I NITED STATES REY o

& wr olgn 90 mt..n:ﬁ“' EN&%EU:I'BE B o
;' u:: l.“aluinm. ¥itaby i "

‘I.;l:‘».ﬂta' :‘m?“lmnl evory d ou conntastly bo

Urders by Mall or Exprovs promptly atlonded 1o,

] _Hul ding Lumber.

CUTLERY, ETC.
CUTLERY.

A nng n tmens of PO
TABLE CUTLE Y. %'!
RO . Y

ZOR
AND TALLURS BHEARS,
Cutlery Btore, No. 104 [b'bndn m&#‘
9184) ' Threo doors abiove ml.‘

FIREAND BURGLAR PROOF SAFES
EVANS & WATSON

MANUFACTURERS OF

FIRE AND BURCLARCROOW
S A FES

DRATUNED FOR
Bank, Mercantile,or Dwaelltmg. - o 1

Establizshed Over 25 Yoam

Over 24,000 Bafps iu Toe

The only Bafes with loxide Doam

Nover Lose their Fire-Proof Qualinp
Guaranteed free from Dampnies

Bold at Fricea Lower than othar maswm

WARERCOMS ¢
No. 811 CHESNUY Street,
_J PHILADELVHIA. 1y

H. BURDSALL'S

CONFECTIONERY,
ICE CREAM AND DINIKG 5\LOONS,
No. 1121 CHESNUT S,

GIRARD RDOW.

J.

FRUIT AND POURD CAKES of 4l wiewd, wilh n
laree ansoriment of QOBPECLIGNLERY, elo., for the
HOLIDAYH (VR LR EE )
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